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THE QUESTION OF THRACE 

By Constantine Stephanove, Professor in the University of 

Sofia, Bulgaria 

What the diplomacy of Europe has failed to accomplish 
in the past, the Peace Conference and the future League 
of Nations must realize, if permanent peace is to cheer the 
hearts of the oppressed. As far as the Balkan ills are con- 
cerned, President Wilson has found the sure remedy. The 
eleventh point of his program of January 8 contains the 
necessary and explicit formula: 

The relations of the several Balkan nations to one another 
should be determined by friendly counsel along historically estab- 
lished lines of allegiance and nationality, and international guar- 
antees of the political and economic independence and territorial 
integrity of the several Balkan States should be entered into. 

And the third and fourth points of his program of 
February 11, last, are no less explicit: 

(3) Every territorial settlement must be made in the interest 
and for the benefit of the populations concerned, and not as a 
part of any mere adjustment for compromise of claims amongst 
rival states. 

(4) All well-defined national aspirations shall be accorded the 
utmost satisfaction without introducing new or perpetuating old 
elements of discord and antagonism that would be likely to break 
the peace of Europe, and consequently, of the world 

In virtue of these declarations which served as basis for 
the Armistice, and in virtue of the fact that America's 
intervention in the war capped the victory for the Entente, 
the United States of America is morally and legally bound 
to participate in the conclusion and signature of the peace 
treaty with all the belligerent countries, even though with 
some of them she did not come into armed conflict. 

America has incurred not only a moral obligation to 
participate in the solving of the Balkan problems, but 
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through its highest spokesman she has plainly and con- 
cretely stipulated how the solution is to be effected, as is 
evident from the above clauses of the Wilsonian programs. 

"Historical lines," "political and economic independence," 
"territorial integrity of the several Balkan States," "for 
the benefit of the populations concerned," "satisfaction to 
all well-defined national aspirations urithout introducing new 
or perpetuating old elements of discord or antagonisms," are 
conditions considered sine qua non for the rational settle- 
ment of the long-mooted Balkan problem, and they exclude 
the claim advanced by part of the Entente press for handing 
over to an alien rule certain portions of the Balkan Penin- 
sula occupied or disputed by, say ; Bulgaria, simply because 
she is one of the enemy countries. Bulgaria in reality occu- 
pies a unique position as a foe. Strictly speaking, she was 
not an enemy of the Entente, as was Greece since that' 
December morning and until she was forced by the blockade 
to "fall in line." Bulgaria, at any rate, was not at war 
with the United States, and if she is to be considered as an 
enemy because her unpopular king and government plunged 
her in a war even for the liberation of kindred folk, no 
less so should be treated the Serbo-Croats, who at Piave 
mowed down the Italian phalanxes, seeing in them their 
greatest foe of the future. Moreover, Zholger, one of the 
Seidel ministers and the tutor of the Ex-King Karl is one 
of the Yugo-Slav delegates at the Peace Conference! 

Had the Entente applied one-hundredth part of the 
influence and support upon Ententephil Bulgaria, it did 
upon Germanophil Greece, or had it simply occupied Mace- 
donia, as it was being urged by the Macedonian Organi- 
zations, thus putting an end to the terror of the Serbian 
"Black Hand" there, it would have had not only a most 
easy triumph, but would have been heralded as liberator 
by all Bulgarians, who thereupon would have fought its 
battles with the dash and fervour inherent in the race. 
As a matter of fact, the Bulgarian Opposition consisting 
of six parties against two making up the detested Rado- 
slavoff cabinet had begged the Entente to occupy the 
country, while on the other hand, Venizelos protested when 
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the Entente troops landed at Salonica! The recent election 
at which the same opposition administered a crushing defeat 
to the Radoslavoff following by completely obliterating it, 
plainly shows what was the actual feeling of the people. 

Bulgaria did not wage war against the Entente, but 
only against the cruel oppressors of her brethren. She 
sent not a single soldier outside her frontiers. The recent 
and future Croatian and Montenegrin actions against 
Serbian tyranny, are they to be taken as anti-Entente 
manifestations? 

But even if Bulgaria is to be considered as an enemy, 
the formula for the solution of the Balkan territorial dis- 
putes holds good and is categorical — "the people concerned 
shall not be treated as chattels." Right or wrong, the 
Bulgarians were forced to wage a third fatal war, to 
prevent their brethren in Macedonia not only from being 
treated as chattels, but from being thoroughly exterminated. 

The Thracian question, the case in point, as well as the 
Macedonian, Dobrudjan, and Albanian problems, should 
now be attacked, once for all, no more in the manner of the 
old, rough and ready diplomacy, but in harmony with the 
principles of nationality, self-determination, and justice, — 
along historial, ethnical, linguistic, and geographical lines 
and political and economic necessity. 

Has Greece any serious claims to Thrace on any of these 
grounds? Those still laboring under the influence of Greek 
classical history and Byzantine learning would say yes. 
Serious and unbiased authors, however, conversant with 
the real facts are one with Professor Marriott in declaring 
Greece's pretensions in Thrace, too, resting only on a 
"glorious Byzantine past andByzantinefuture." Professors 
Freeman, Jrecek, Louis Leger, Niederle, Rittich, not to men- 
tion other equally great authorities on the subject, have 
shown that ethnically and linguistically Thrace since the 
seventh century has been forming an integral part of the 
Bulgarian land. According to these historians, Thrace, as 
well as Moesia (Bulgaria), Macedonia, Epirus and even 
Thessaly were in the course of the seventh century settled 
by kindred Slav tribes who were grouped together under 
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the name of Bulgarians. Thus Professor Freeman in his 
Historical Geography of Europe (p. 373) says: 

These (the Slavonic powers) fall into three main groups. First, 
in the north-western corner of the Empire are the Croatian and 
Servian settlements, whose history is closely, connected with that 
of the kingdom of Hungary and the commonwealth of Venice. 
Secondly, there are the Slavs of Thrace, Macedonia, and Greece. 
Thirdly, the great Bulgarian Kingdom comes between the two. 
These two last ranges gradually merge into one; the first remains 
distinct throughout. 

Byzantium was a ramshackle empire, a prototype of the 
late Austrian Empire. It was composed of various states 
and nationalities which it ruled not by consent but by con- 
quest For over ten centuries it tried to impose its sway 
on the Balkans in vain. The Slavs of Moesia, Thrace, and 
Macedonia who "gradually merged into one" under the 
name of Bulgarians, proved too strong for Byzantium and 
Hellenism. Later on, in order to facilitate its process of 
Hellenization, Byzantium resorted to colonization. From 
that period date the Greek isolated settlements of Melnik, 
Stanimaka, Serres, Drama, Cavalla, etc., which are indeed 
interesting ethnical oases. Its unceasing and untiring 
efforts, however, could accomplish no more than give a 
certain religious and cultural veneer to the city populations, 
particularly to those inhabiting the sea coast of the Mediter- 
ranean and Black seas. Byzantium, certainly, gave the 
states of the near East their religion. It always fascinated 
them by its learning and hierarchical system, but it was 
unable to assimilate them and form a national unit with 
them. The Bulgar race proved its most recalcitrant con- 
vert, and subsequently its mortal foe. Moesia, Thrace, 
and Macedonia were never utterly subdued or amalgamated. 
The three provinces always maintained a strong racial and 
lingual affinity. Even in the flush of its success, during 
the last century, it had utterly failed to change the ethnical 
physiognomy of these lands. Urquhart, the well-known 
English writer who had visited Turkey at the beginning 
of the last century and had made the study of the Turkish 
Empire his special subject, wrote: 
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The portion of the Bulgarians who have conformed to Islamism 
occupy the mountains and remoter parts of the country. The 
portion that maintained their creed inhabit the plains of Mace- 
donia, Epirus, Bulgaria, Thrace, in the vicinity of Monastir, Salonik, 
Joanina, Nyssa (Nisch), Sofia, Philippopolis, Adrianople and 
Constantinople itself (Turkey and Its Resources, London 1833, 
p. 77). 

A quarter of a century later, in 1863, Lord Strangford, 
who visited the Balkans and was very much interested in 
the history of the Balkan peoples, hastened to warn his 
countrymen by declaring: 

The limit of the Greek race — however they might have extended 
themselves thirty years ago — are now defined by that uprising 
of the Bulgarian nationality The Greek can not over- 
come the Bulgarian, nor lead him, nor incorporate him .... 
for ... . the entire mass of the rural and non Mussulman 
population of Turkey in Europe, with the exception of Bosnia, 
Thessaly, Albania, the Chalcidic peninsula, and a very narrow 
belt of seaboard consists not of Greeks and Slavs, but of Bulgarians. 
. . . . The vast and homogeneous majority of the Christian 
population in European Turkey consists of Bulgarians; neither 
Greek nor even Servian has any right or authority to set himself 
up and be trusted as their spokesman. (The Eastern Shores of 
the Adriatic, London 1863, pp. 350, 351, 314, 310). 

The missionary scholars are among the most thorough 
and reliable authorities on the conditions of things in any 
country; when seventy years ago the European Turkey 
Mission was founded, its staff came to the Balkans with 
the belief it was to work among Greeks and Turks. They 
were astonished to find that the chief people with whom 
they came in immediate contact were Bulgarians. And as 
early as 1856, Rev. H. G. O. Dwight, giving a detailed 
description of the ethnical distribution in the Balkans, 
wrote (see The Missionary Herald, vol. liv, No. 10, 1856) : 

By far the greater part of these (various races) profess the 
Greek religion, though, as has been said, only about one million, 

out of eleven are true Greeks Of all the races now 

mentioned, the Bulgarians undoubtedly claim our first attention. 
They inhabit not only what is usually called Bulgaria proper, ex- 
tending from the Danube to the Balkan mountains, but also a widely 
extended region south of these mountains, reaching the Bosphorus 
and the Marmora, Thrace, Albania and Macedonia. 
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The same fact is confirmed by many eminent writers 
versed in the subject. Thus Col. James Baker in his work 
Die Tiirken in Europa, Stuttgart 1878 (p. 44) says: 

The Bulgarians constitute the great part of the population from 
the boundary of Macedonia to the Black Sea, and from the Danube 
to the sea of Marmora. 

In regard to the language relationship uniting Bulgaria, 
Thrace and Macedonia, this one fact is most remarkable. 
Already in the ninth and tenth centuries the Slavs settled 
here employed the same dialect. Professor Bury in his 

History of the Eastern Roman Empire (p. 377) says : 

In the tenth century the Slavs of Bulgaria spoke the same tongue 
as the Slavs of Macedonia He (Constantine) trans- 
lated the Scripture into the dialect of the Macedonian Slavonic. 

The Macedonian dialect, then, was taken as the standard 
Bulgarian in those days. Ten centuries later, in 1864, the 
American Missionary scholars in rendering the Bible for 
the Bulgarians chose the Thracian dialect. Thus Rev. 
Robert Thomson of Scotland, the veteran Balkan missionary 
and educator, in speaking on this point (Memorial Service 
for the late Rev. Elias Riggs, D.D., L.L.D., Constantinople 
1901, one of the chief translators of the Bulgarian Bible), 
says: 

In the first instance, he [Dr. Riggs] had to decide, when he 
began work on the Bulgarian Bible, whether the Macedonian 
or the Thracian dialect should be employed — the two being at 
that time about equally prevalent. With astonishing intuition he 
decided in favour of the Thracian. 

Slavic linguists, too declare that the Thracian Bulgarians 
and even those found in the vicinity of Constantinople 
along Tchataldja, speak the purest Bulgarian. 

The scriptures and other religious books of the Bulgarian 
race, therefore, were translated in the Macedonian and 
later on in the Thracian dialects, which shows that in respect 
to language Thrace and Macedonia are more Bulgarian 
than Bulgaria proper. Professor Dominian in his work, 
Frontiers of Language and Nationality (p. 220), in attesting 
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the Bulgarian character of the Maritza Valley, the heart 
of Thrace, declared that that territory should fall to Bulgaria, 
the mother country 

not because the beauty of the river banks is proclaimed in the 
Bulgarian national hymn, but rather on grounds of Bulgarian 
linguistic 'preponderance in this valley. Substantial coincidence 
between Bulgarian political and linguistic boundaries on the south- 
east would then have been obtained. 

Geographically, economically and strategically, the Greeks 
themselves, prior to the second Balkan war argued that 
the Aegean Littoral with Cavalla and Dede-Agatch are 
Bulgaria's natural extension and boundary line. Thus Mr. 
Venizelos himself in March, 1913, in reply to an interpel- 
lation in the Greek Chamber, declared : 

Of necessity compact Greek population would pass under the 
domination of our Allies. It is to be done not because that 
region was conquered by our Allies, or because they demand it, 
but because we are forced to it for geographical reasons. This 
is so true that had our Allies shown a disposition to allow us to 
extend our frontiers towards these regions, in order to include 
in our possession all these populations, I, at least, in my quality 
as Minister, would not have accepted a frontier so fuU of dangers 
for us, because if we are to extend along the coast without a break, 
in such a manner as to include all the Greek populations of Thrace, 
Greece thus extended without a vertebral column along the sea 
would be weaker than if its frontiers were rounded off in another 
direction [meaning in Asia Minor]. 

More eloquent proof of Greece's groundless claim on 
Thrace could not be found. 

In 1915 the Venizelist party in order to gain the votes 
of the Bulgarian population declared 

If you vote for us and Mr. Venizelos gets elected, we will give 
to Bulgaria not only Serres, Drama and Cavalla, but also the 
entire Slavophone region as far as Castoria (T6 Qua, May 24, 1915). 

It is also an open secret that at the Bucharest treaty, 
1913, when Bulgaria was crushed and was completely at 
the mercy of its direct enemies, Mr. Venizelos was disposed 
to leave even Cavalla to Bulgaria. That the latter did 
not get it was mainly due to the German kaiser, who believ- 
ing its possession would render Bulgaria commercially 
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independent and throw her out of the orbit of the Central 
Powers, "worked like a tiger," in order that Cavalla remain 
in Greek hands, thus proving more Greek than the Greeks 
themselves. 

In view of the above significant facts, the radical change 
in Mr. Venizelos' attitude, who today demands for Greece 
the whole of Thrace and the Aegean shore, is difficult to 
explain. In this manner that statesman who always poses 
as a "moderate" and "conciliatory" diplomat is flagrantly 
contradicting his former statements and has gone back on 
his word so solemnly given. In order to defend his new 
position Mr. Venizelos has been constrained to have re- 
course to sophistry and skilfully manipulated statistical 
data. For this reason it is well to have in mind the warning 
against Greek statistical and political veracity sounded by 
Sir Arthur Evans, the Carnegie Balkan Commission, and 
others. 

In his memorandum to the Peace Conference the Greek 
first minister ingeniously includes in Thrace also Constanti- 
nople, the Gallipoli Peninsula, the Marmora Littoral and 
the regions east of the Midia-Enos line — territories which 
constitute the hinterland of Constantinople, and to which 
Bulgaria lays no claim. The territorial dispute is over 
Thrace proper, Eastern and Western, covering the old 
Vilayet of Adrianople, or the land between the river Mesta 
and the Midia-Enos boundary line. 

Now taking Mr. Venizelos even at his own figures, the 
total number of Greeks in Thrace, with Constantinople, 
Gallipoli, etc. is 730,822, to only 112,174 Bulgarians. Since 
the Greeks have themselves recently admitted in the London 
Westminster Gazette and other papers, that the number 
of the Greek population in Constantinople and its suburbs 
is over 500,000, the number of Greeks left in Eastern and 
Western Thrace, the Gallipoli Peninsula, etc., falls to only 
about 230,800. Furthermore, excluding the number of 
Greeks living in the Gallipoli Peninsula and the Marmora, 
which according to Greek claims are more than 100,000, 
the residue comes to only 130,000 souls. Lastly, deducting 
the Bulgarian Patriarchists (over 25,000 persons) whom 
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Hellenism always counts as Greeks, the grand total of the 
Greeks in Eastern and Western Thrace disputed by Bul- 
garia dwindles to some 100,000 inhabitants, which number 
is conceded by the Bulgarians themselves. But the real 
Bulgar representation in Thrace (Eastern and Western) is 
not 112,174, as Mr. Venizelos states. Should we add the 
Bulgarian Pomaks to the number of 135,000 and the 25,000 
Bulgarian Patriarchists, whom Mr. Venizelos covertly omits 
to mention and who are as good Bulgarians as the Bosnian 
Mohammedans and Catholics are good Serbs, the total 
number of the Bulgarians even at Mr. Venizelos' reckoning 
would reach up to 272,174 to some 100,000 Greeks! 

The actual figures about the two rival races in Thrace 
according to reliable foreign authorities is far more favour- 
able to the Bulgars. The French paper Le Courrier d' 
Orient, published in Constantinople, gave in 1878 detailed 
statistics on the subject Ethnographie du vilayet d' Adrianople 
according to which, in that region at that time there were 
males, Bulgarians (without the Pomaks and the Patriarchist 
Bulgarians) 219,198, to only 74,614 Greeks. 

The well-known German author, Richard von Mach, in 
his work Der Machtbereich des Bulgarischen Exarchats, 
Leipzig, 1906, for the eight dioceses, viz., Xanthi, Maronia, 
Enos, Demotica, Adrianople, Lititsa, Heraclea, and Viza, 
gives Bulgarian exarchists 229,216, Bulgarian patriarchists 
56,608, Bulgarian Catholics (Uniates) 2688, or total 288,512, 
to 163,000 Greeks. Here, as is evident, the Bulgarian 
Pomaks are not included in the list of the Bulgarians. 

The Bulgarian reckoning which in general is reliable 
gives for the year 1912, that is, after a decade of terrible 
persecution to which the Bulgarian element was exposed 
because of its uprisings against Turkish misrule according 
to Professor L. Miletitch, the following proportion between 
the two races; in Western Thrace 143,000 Bulgarians to 
62,955 Greeks, and for Eastern Thrace as far as the Midia- 
Enos boundary, Bulgarians 145,720 to 92,825 Greeks 

When taking into consideration the above distribution 
of the two contending races, one can easily detect the 
absurdity of the Greek assertion that in 1912, according 
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to a Greco-Bulgarian electoral compromise, the Greeks 
obtained for Thrace seven deputies to only one Bulgarian. 
The truth is, that the Greeks secured three deputies for 
Constantinople, three for the Gallipoli Peninsula and the 
territory east of the Midia-Enos line, while for Thrace 
proper (Eastern and Western), both the Greeks and the 
Bulgarians who were allowed by the Turks only two places, 
agreed to have one each. It was not so much a contest 
of Greeks against Bulgarians as Christians against Young 
Turks. The large Bulgar Pomak population was not per- 
mitted to vote. 

Another equally untenable argument advanced by the 
Greeks in their favour is the assertion that the preponder- 
ating Mohammedan element in Thrace prefers Greek to 
Bulgarian rule. All unbiased foreigners who have lived in 
the Balkans will testify that, on the contrary, the Moham- 
medans would always prefer a Bulgarian to a Greek admin- 
istration. That has been proved by the Carnegie Balkan 
Commission of 1913, by consular and missionary reports, 
and other authorities. The Carnegie Report establishes the 
fact that though the Bulgarians are rude and not very 
efficient administrators, the alien element in Bulgaria is 
treated with a remarkable spirit of tolerance. In it is 
pointed out that of the large Turkish population in Thessaly 
handed over to Greece in 1881, but a very insignificant 
number of it is to be found there to-day. The following is 
a significant fact. On March 5th last the Mohammedan 
deputies in the Bulgarian Assembly made the following 
declarations: 

We hear with astonishment and indignation of the Greek 
pretensions. Indeed the Mussulmans in Bulgaria have suffered 
much because of the war, and do not conceal their discontent 
against certain arbitrary acts of the authorities, they nevertheless 
find no reason to prefer Greek to Bulgarian administration. 
. . . . The Mussulmans in Bulgaria enjoy their national 
and religious privileges and live unmolested in the country. As 
soon, however, as Greece was created, our compatriots were 
obliged to quit their homes in Greece; not one of the 100,000 
Mussulmans has remained in that territory [meaning Thessaly]. 
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In Bulgaria, on the other hand, there live in contentment 
more than 500,000 Mohammedans, whom neither the prox- 
imity of Turkey, nor the incessant agitation of the fanatic 
hodjas have been able to persuade to emigrate. Many of 
the families who abandoned their homes in Bulgaria and 
went to Asia Minor subsequently returned to their original 
settlement, having found Bulgar government preferable to 
the unsettled conditions and misrule prevailing in Turkey, 
their mother country. 

On the contrary, the Greeks are perhaps the most intoler- 
ant people in the East. The French soldier and writer, 
August Delvigne, who has taken part in the war on the 
Balkan frontier and had ample opportunity to study the 
condition of things in that part of the globe, has written 
a very instructive chapter on the Greek treatment of its 
non-Hellenic element. In his booklet, Le ProbUme Mace- 
donian, Berne, 1919, (p. 15) he says: 

When one takes into view the acts of Hellenic administration 
in general, the denial of justice, the arbitrary dispossessions, the 
total disregard for labor organization, he is justified in asking 
himself whether the Greeks themselves don't feel as aliens in 
Macedonia, or if their stay is not temporary. 

On page 13 he says that in 1913, no sooner had the Greeks 
become masters in Macedonia, than they suppressed with 
violence all the Slav schools and churches. They did not 
spare even the institutions of the Uniate (catholic) Slavs, 
founded and managed by French missionaries. And when 
one of these missionaries had asked a Greek Abbot how 
they expected to transform into Hellenes the large Turkish 
and Bulgarian population, he received the ready and cate- 
gorical answer: "With the knife!" 

Professor Charles U. Clark, of Yale University, who had 
recently traversed Albania, in an article written in The 
Travel, May 1919, and republished in the Adriatic Review, 
in speaking of Greek rule in the parts of Albania occupied 
by Greece, among other things, says : 

I have myself seen village after village in which every woman 
had been ravished, every man killed, everything valuable seized, 
the rest burned and then the houses blown up; and to ride mile 
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after mile through smiling valleys past these deserted Pompeiis, 
makes one realize the force and the accusations brought against 
similar Greek bands operating in Macedonia. 

In the same article Professor Clark tells how the Turkish 
deputies on entering the Greek Parliament had been "hooted 
and jeered and compelled to take off fezes, which is in 
direct contrast with the respect the Turkish deputies enjoy 
in the Bulgarian Sobranie." 

The Greek rule in Northern Epirus and Macedonia 
today, certainly, should supply sufficient evidence as to 
Greek civic liberality and humanity. Though the popu- 
lation in its large majority is non-Hellenic, all Bulgarian 
and Albanian schools and churches have been closed, 
appropriated or denationalized, all priests, teachers and 
more intelligent people have been compelled to emigrate, 
have been imprisoned or murdered. Even American citi- 
zens, humble ministers of the Gospel, have been thrown 
into prison and maltreated, and that in Salonica itself, 
for the simple reason that they have been distributing 
relief and religious tracts to Bulgarian war prisoners. Bul- 
garian andAlbanian language and books are banned through- 
out Greece. 

In Bulgaria, however, though the Greeks are a handful 
(about 40,000) in comparison with the large Bulgarian 
element found in Greek Macedonia (numbering over 
300,000 people), there is a Greek church and school in 
Sofia, the capital of Bulgaria itself, in Philippopolis, Stani- 
maka, Bourgas, and other towns. Gospel in Philippopolis 
is preached in the Bulgarian Evangelical church to Arme- 
nians, Greeks and Turks in their own language. When, how- 
ever, some years ago, the American missionaries proposed 
that services in Bulgarian be held at the Greek Protestant 
Church in Salonica, the Greek members raised such a violent 
opposition that the attempt was never again repeated. 

The Greeks from olden times have never been good 
administrators. The corruption, inefficiency and inaptitude 
of Greek civil service is proverbial. Bad enough on its 
proper soil, Greek rule would be found over an alien people 
impossible and detrimental, be it in Asia Minor, in Mace- 
donia, Thrace or Albania. Qui vivra terra. 
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In deciding the question of Thrace and the Aegean Lit- 
toral, therefore, these considerations must be kept in view : 

1. Bulgaria's natural and most vital outlets on the sea 
are the ports of Dede-Agatch and Cavalla. They are the 
lungs with which the country can breathe and grow. They 
are its "two eyes." Its Black Sea ports of Varna and 
Bourgas, owing to the turbulent and dangerous waters of 
the Black Sea and the circuitous route, are of little value 
to Bulgarian international commerce. 

2. The Aegean region is geographically, ethnically and 
linguistically Bulgarian. The Greek population here 
forms mere oases. The compact mass of the population is 
Bulgarian. 

3. Economically and strategically it is indispensable to 
Bulgaria. 

4. The Treaty of San Stefano, 1878, ceded to Bulgaria 
the Aegean coast between Struma and Porto-Lagos. 

5. The Greeks during 1912 willingly ceded the Cavalla 
region and the Aegean territory to Bulgaria. 

6. The Greeko-Serbian treaty of June 2, 1913, recognized 
as Bulgarian the entire Aegean Macedonia outside of 
Salonica. 

7. Bulgaria's direst enemies at the Bucharest treaty, 
1913, practically recognized the same necessity. If Bul- 
garia did not then receive Cavalla, it was due mostly to 
the intrigues of the German ex-emperor. 

8. Mr. Venizelos on several occasions since then has 
offered it to Bulgaria, admitting its vital necessity to Bul- 
garia, and its great geographical and strategic weakness 
for Greece. 

9. Dede-Agatch and Cavalla in Bulgarian hands would 
enhance commerce between the Balkans and the maritime 
countries, Italy, France, England, America, and would 
become flourishing world centers. 

10. In the hands of Greece they would be condemned to 
desuetude as they will lack the necessary hinterland. 

11. Bulgaria divested of the Aegean coast would be 
smothered economically and commercially, and would thus 
be placed in a state of political unrest compelling her to 
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resort to force in order to free herself from a strangling 
grip. 

12. Bulgaria's claim to the Aegean Littoral are in con- 
formity with the Entente's principles. Should however, all 
other means of solving it fail, its population should be 
accorded the right of plebiscite which has already been 
proposed by the Bulgarian Government, and which cannot 
be rejected by Mr. Venizelos, the advocate of such a scheme 
and of lasting peace. 



